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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-24 are present for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 



The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter in which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
The following terms lacks antecedent basis: 

a. Said application - claims 1 , 9, and 17 lines 5. 

b. Said type - claim 2 line 6, claim 10 lines 6-7, claimIS lines 5-6. 

c. Said plurality of priorities - claim 3 lines 5-6, claim 1 1 lines 7, and 



3. The rejections above are examples of numerous errors that recurred 
throughout various claims. There are too many errors to list independently. 
Applicant should consider fixing all these errors in the amendment. 



claim 9 lines 6. 



d. 



Said plurality of queues - claim 4 lines 3-4, claim 12 line 4, and 



claim 20 lines 3-4. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 

U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 

Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 5, 9, 10,13, 17, 18, and 21 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(a) as being unpatentable over Pandey et al (hereafter Pandey) 
("Supporting Quality Service in HTTP Servers", June 1998). 

5. As per claims 1 and 9, Pandey teaches the invention as claimed including 
the step of: 

a. associating a priority with each one of a plurality of different types 
of HTTP requests that are processed by said application (page 5 , 
left col., lines 16-23, page 6, left col., lines 25-30); and 

b. processing ones of a plurality of HTTP requests that are associated 
with a higher priority before processing ones of said plurality of 
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HTTP requests that are associated with a lower priority (page 3, 
right col., lines 16-20). 



6. As per claims 2 and 10, Pandey further teaches the steps of: 

a. establishing a plurality of different priorities (page 3, right col., lines 
7-8); and 

b. determining one of said plurality of different priorities associated 
with said type of each of said plurality of HTTP requests (page 4, 
right col., lines 48-51). 



7. As per claims 5 and 13, Pandey further teaches the steps of: 

a. receiving said plurality of HTTP requests by said application (page 
3, right col., lines 53-59); and 

b. determining a priority associated with a type of each one of said 
plurality of HTTP requests (page 4, right col., lines 32-34). 



8. As per claim 17, Pandey teaches the invention as claimed including: 

a. a priority being associated with each one of a plurality of different 
types of HTTP requests that are processed by said application; and 
(page 3, right col., lines 25-30); and 

b. said system including a CPU executing code for processing ones of 
a plurality of HTTP requests that are associated with a higher 
priority before processing ones of said plurality of HTTP requests 
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that are associated with a lower priority (page 6, right col., lines 16- 
20). 



9. As per claim 1 8, Pandey further teaches the steps of: 

a. a plurality of different priorities(page 3, right col., lines 7-8); and 

b. said CPU executing code for determining one of said plurality of 
different priorities associated with said type of each of said plurality 
of HTTP requests, (page 4, right col., lines 48-51). 

10. As per claim 21 , Pandey further teaches the steps of: 

a. said plurality of HTTP requests being received by said application 
(page 3, right col., lines 53-59); and 

b. a priority associated with a type of each one of said plurality of 
HTTP requests being detemiined (page 4, right col., lines 32-34). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 
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12. Claims 3, 4, 6-8, 11, 12, 14-16, 19, 20, and 22-24 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pandey as applied to claims 1 and 9 
above, and further in view of Ferguson (U.S. Patent No. 6769019). 

13. As per claim 3, Pandey did not specifically teach the step of: 

a. establishing a plurality of different queues; and 

b. associating each one of said plurality of different queues with a 
different one of said plurality of priorities . 

However, Ferguson teaches: 

a. establishing a plurality of different queues (col. 21 , lines 45-67); and 

b. associating each one of said plurality of different queues with a 
different one of said plurality of priorities (col. 17, lines 52-67) . 

14. It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made, to have combined the teaching of Pandey and Ferguson 
because Ferguson's queues with associated priority will improve the service time 
for any request by allocating the request in the prioritize queue that associate 
with the request. 

15. As per claim 4, Ferguson teaches: 

a. storing said plurality of HTTP requests in said plurality of queues 
(col.11, lines 58-62); 
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b. ones of said plurality of HTTP requests that are associated with a 
first one of said plurality of priorities being stored in a first one of 
said plurality of queues, wherein said first one of said plurality of 
queues being associated with said first one of said plurality of 
priorities (col. 20, lines 59-64); and 

c. ones of said plurality of HTTP requests that are associated with a 
second one of said plurality of priorities being stored in a second 
one of said plurality of queues, wherein said second one of said 
plurality of queues being associated with said second one of said 
plurality of priorities (col. 20, lines 65-68). 

16. As per claim 6, Ferguson teaches: 

a. receiving one of said plurality of HTTP requests by said application 
(col.12. lines 19-22); 

b. determining whether there is a backlog of pending requests waiting 
to be processed by said application (col.12, lines 2-3); 

c. in response to a determination that there is no backlog, immediately 
processing said one of said plurality of HTTP requests (col.12, lines 
3-4); 

d. in response to a determination that there is a backlog, determining 
a type of said one of said plurality of requests (col.12, lines 51-55); 

e. identifying a priority associated with said type (col.12, lines 53-55); 
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f. identifying one of a plurality of queues that is associated with said 
priority (col. 12, lines 55-59); and 

g. storing said one of said plurality of requests in said identified one of 
said plurality of queues (col.11, lines 58-62). 



17. As per claim 7, Ferguson teaches: 

a. establishing a plurality of different queues (col. 21 , lines 45-67); 

b. associating each one of said plurality of different queues with a 
different one of a plurality of priorities (col. 17, lines 52-67); 

c. processing requests stored in one of said plurality of queues that is 
associated with a first priority before processing requests stored in 
one of said plurality of queues that is associated with a second 
priority (col. 14, lines 11-15). 

18. As per claim 15, it is rejected for the same reason as claim 7 above. 

19. As per claim 8, Ferguson teaches: 

a. storing ones of said plurality of requests having a type associated 
with a high priority in one of said plurality of queues that is 
associated with said high priority (col. 20, lines 59-64); 

b. storing ones of said plurality of requests having a type associated 
with a low priority in one of said plurality of queues that is 
associated with said low priority (col. 20, lines 65-68); and 
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c. processing said ones of said plurality of requests stored in said one 
of said plurality of queues that is associated with said high priority 
before processing said ones of said plurality of requests stored in 
said one of said plurality of queues that is associated with a low 
priority (col. 20, lines 11-15). 

20. As per claims 1 1 and 19, they are rejected for the same reason as claim 3 
above. 

21 . As per claim 12, it is rejected for the same reason as claim 4 above. 

22. As per claim 14, it is rejected for the same reason as claim 6 above. 

23. As per claim 15, it is rejected for the same reason as claim 7 above. 

24. As per claim 16, it is rejected for the same reason as claim 8 above. 

25. As per claim 20, it is rejected for the same reason as claim 4 above. 

26. As per claim 22, it is rejected for the same reason as claim 6 above. 

27. As per claim 23, it is rejected for the same reason as claim 7 above. 
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28. As per claim 24, it is rejected for the same reason as claim 8 above. 

Conclusion 

29. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Cherkasova et a! (U.S. Patent No. 6546473 B2) teach the steps of 
determining the priority of documents in a web cache. 
Vange et a! (U.S. Publication No. 2002/0056006 A1) teach conductor 
gateway buffer prioritization. 

Almeida et al ("Providing Differentiated Levels of Service in Web Content 
Hosting", Tech. Rep., University of Wisconsin Madison, 1998) teach 
priority-based request scheduling. 

Banga et al ("Resource containers: A new facility for resource 
management in server system", Tech. Rep., New Orleans, 1999) teach 
resources containers enable fine-grained resource management in server 
systems and allow the development of robust servers, with simple and firm 
control over priority policies. 

30. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Jennifer N. To whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-7212. The examiner can normally be reached on M-T 7AM- 4:30PM, 

F 7AM- 3:30PM. 
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31 . If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

32. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 



Jennifer N To 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2127 



*** 
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